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Utah Court of Appeals 
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RE: Price City, 
Plaintiff and Appellee 
va. 
Gary Ray Ortega, 
Defendant and Appellant, 
Case NO. 930692-CA 
Ms. Knighton: 
This will confirm my receipt of your letter to me dated 
October 5, 1994. I am faxing this response to advise you of my 
position ae quickly as possible. 
This will confirm that I did not prepare an appellee** brief 
in this case nor do 1 intend to file one by October 21, 1994. 
First, this case has drug on for many months wasting a lot of the 
District Court's time, the Utah Court of Appeals' time, and my 
time. As I previously indicated in by Objection to the Motion for 
certiorari, dated Kay 12, 1994, it is my opinion that the Appellant 
does not understand the Utah Rules of Evidence, the Utah Rules of 
Civil Procedure and the Utah Rules of Appellant Procedure. As a 
result of his failure to understand such rules, the Appellant 
continues to waste everyone's precious time. 
second, in reviewing the Appellant's brief, a response would 
be most difficult to prepare. The Appellant has set forth five 
arguments, none of which aake sense to me. 
In view of the Appellant's Motion to Waive oral Argument, 
dated July 15, 1994, it does not appear that he is interested in 
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oral arguaant. Naadlaaa to aay, avan if I had subaittad an 
appaliaa'a briaf, I would not ba intaraatad in arguing tha oaaa any 
furthar with Mr. Ortaga. X faal that Mr. ortaga vaa daalt with 
properly and fairly, that ha racaivad a fair trial and tha 
tranacrlpt of that trial and aantanoing apaak for thamaalvaa. 
Thank you for your attantion to thia mattar. 
Sinoaraly, 
Nick saapinoa 
Price city Attornay 
NS/nn) 
